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D053182 In re Miguel B. 
Upon filing an abandonment of appeal, the appeal is dismissed and the remittitur is ordered to 
issue immediately. 
 
D053310 Sheila L. et al. v. Superior Court of San Diego/San Diego County Health 
and Human Service Agency 
The attorney for Charles L. has notified the court that a petition for writ of mandate under 
California Rules of Court, rule 8.452 and 5.600 will not be filed as there are no viable issues for 
writ review.  The case is DISMISSED as to petitioner Charles L. 
 
D053373 L. W. v. Superior Court of San Diego/San Diego County Health and Human 
Service Agency 
The attorney for L. W. has notified the court that a petition for writ of mandate under California 
Rules of Court, rule 8.452 and 5.600 will not be filed as there are no viable issues for writ 
review.  The case is DISMISSED. 
 
D053307 Nichole B. et al. v. Superior Court of San Diego County/San Diego County 
Health and Human Services Agency 
The attorney for Nichole B. has notified the court that a petition for writ of mandate under 
California Rules of Court, rule 8.452 and 5.600 will not be filed as there are no viable issues for 
writ review. The case is DISMISSED. 
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D052231 In re Brendan C., a Juvenile 
The orders are affirmed.  
McIntyre, J.; We Concur:  Benke, Acting P.J., Irion, J. 
 
D052969 People v. Duncan 
Upon filing an abandonment of appeal, personally signed by the defendant, the appeal is 
DISMISSED and the remittitur is ordered to issue immediately. (Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.316.) 
 
D053051 Dycus v. Melmet Default Services Inc., et al. 
Appellant has failed to file a brief after notice pursuant to California Rules of Court, rule 
8.220(a).  The appeal is dismissed. 
 
D053494 Penn v. Autofusion, Inc. 
The above referenced appeal is from a civil case of limited jurisdiction under Code of Civil Procedure 
sections 85 and 86 because the amount in controversy in the trial court did not exceed $25,000. Appellate 
jurisdiction over civil cases of limited jurisdiction rests with the appellate division of the superior court. 
(Code Civ. Proc., section 904.2) The clerk of this court is directed to STRIKE appeal number D053494 
and TRANSMIT the notice of appeal to the Appellate Division of the San Diego County Superior Court. 
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D051039 People v. Gray 
The judgment is affirmed.  McConnell, P.J.; We Concur:  Nares, J., O'Rourke, J. 
 
D052043 Webster et al. v. Pacificare of California, Inc., 
Upon written stipulation filed by the parties to the appeal, the appeal is dismissed and the 
remittitur is ordered to issue immediately. (Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.244(c)(2).) Each party 
shall bear its own costs on appeal. 
 
D053197 In re Willis on Habeas Corpus 
The petition is denied. 
 
D052714 In re Victor I et al., Juveniles 
The judgment is affirmed.  Nares, J.; We Concur: Benke, Acting P.J., McDonald, J. 
 
D052246 In re McNeil on Habeas Corpus 
The petition is denied. 
 
D053310 Sheila L. et al. v. Superior Court of San Diego County/San Diego County 
Health and Human Services Agency 
The attorney for Sheila L. has notified the court that a petition for writ of mandate under 
California Rules of Court, rule 8.452 and 5.600 will not be filed as there are no viable issues for 
writ review. The case is DISMISSED. 
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D051959 People v. Smith 
The judgment is modified by staying execution of the sentence for receiving stolen property. As 
so modified, the judgment is affirmed. The trial court is directed to prepare an amended abstract 
of judgment and to forward it to the Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation.  McDonald, 
J.; We Concur:  Haller, Acting P.J., McIntyre, J.  
 
D051155 Horton, Jr. v. Commission on Professional Competence et al. 
The petition for rehearing is denied.  
 
D052600 In re A.Z., a Juvenile 
The order is affirmed.  Benke, Acting P.J.; We Concur:  O'Rourke, J., Irion, J. 
 
D051852 In re Vicente O., a Juvenile 
The juvenile court's restitution order is affirmed.  McIntyre, J.; We Concur:  McDonald, Acting 
P.J., Irion, J. 
 
D051861 In re Toni B., a Juvenile 
The judgment is affirmed.  McDonald, J.; We Concur:  Haller, Acting P.J., O'Rourke, J. 
 
D051521 In re Esperanza C., a Juvenile 
The orders denying the section 388 petitions are reversed.  The order terminating parental rights under 
section 366.26 is also necessarily reversed.  (In re Lauren R., supra, 148 Cal.App.4th at p. 861.)  The 
matter is remanded to the juvenile court with directions to hold a hearing on Esperanza's and Laura's 
section 388 petitions.  If the court determines the agency abused its discretion in the criminal records 
exemption process, the court shall order the agency to evaluate Steve's request for a criminal records 
exemption under the correct legal standard and to promptly report its decision to the court and parties, as 
the court requires.  We acknowledge Laura's subsequent appeal challenging the juvenile court's order 
terminating parental rights under section 366.26.  On finality of this decision under California Rules of 
Court, rule 8.264(b), Court of Appeal case D052294 will be dismissed.  (In re Dani R. (2001) 89 
Cal.App.4th 402, 404, citing 9 Witkin, Cal. Procedure (4th ed. 1997) Appeal, § 642, p. 669 ["an action 
that originally was based on a justiciable controversy cannot be maintained on appeal if all the questions 
have become moot by subsequent acts or event...and the appeal will therefore be dismissed"].)  
CERTIFIED FOR PUBLICATION.  McIntyre, J.; I Concur:  Nares, Acting P.J.; 
I Concur in the Result:  O'Rourke, J. 
 
D051861 In re Toni B., a Juvenile 
The judgment is affirmed.  McDonald, J.; We Concur:  Haller, Acting P.J., O'Rourke, J. 
 
D051852 In re Vicente O., a Juvenile 
The juvenile court's restitution order is affirmed.  McIntyre, J.; We Concur:  McDonald, Acting P.J., 
Irion, J. 
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D051000 People v. McNeill 
The judgment is affirmed.  McConnell, P.J.; We Concur:  McIntyre, J., O'Rourke, J. 
 
D053220 In re Thomas on Habeas Corpus 
The petition for writ of habeas corpus has been read and considered by Justices Huffman, Haller and 
McDonald.  We take judicial notice of petitioner's direct appeal No. D042586, and prior habeas petitions 
Nos. D048511 and D051522. 

 
 In this petition, petitioner contends trial counsel was ineffective in failing to object to alleged 
sentencing error.  In prior petition No. D048511, after briefing from both sides, the parties agreed 
petitioner's sentence was not unauthorized and did not need to be corrected.  We therefore denied the 
petition.  In prior petition No. D051522, we rejected as procedurally barred a contention that counsel was 
ineffective in failing to object to petitioner's sentence.  We conclude that the instant petition is a repetitive 
attack on the same grounds that have been rejected by this court.  This petition is therefore procedurally 
barred, and petitioner has not established an exception to the bar.  (In re Clark (1993) 5 Cal.4th 750, 765, 
767-768, 797-798.)   
 
D052612 Raffesberger et al. v. Lesser 
The petition for writ of supersedeas, request for stay and response are denied. 
 
D053481 Keller v. The Superior Court of San Diego County/People 
The petition is denied. 
 
D053389 Ivie v. Superior Court of San Diego County/County of San Diego 
The petition is denied. 
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D050283 People v. Lane 
The judgment is affirmed.  Haller, Acting P.J.; We Concur: McIntyre, J., Irion, J. 
 
D050837 People v. Davis 
The judgment is affirmed.  Huffman, Acting P.J.; We Concur:  McDonald, J., Irion, J. 
 
D051400 People v. Fetterly 
Judgment affirmed.  Benke, Acting P.J.; We Concur:  Haller, J., Irion, J. 
 
D050022 People v. Robinson 
D051941 In re Robinson on Habeas Corpus 
The pending petition for writ of habeas corpus, In re Jackie Robinson, D051941, is consolidated 
with the pending appeal, People v. Jackie Robinson, D050022, for disposition. 
 
D050022 People v. Robinson 
D051941 In re Robinson on Habeas Corpus 
(Consolidated)  The judgment is affirmed; the petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied.  
Nares, Acting P.J.; We Concur:  McDonald, J., O'Rourke, J. 
 
D049670 Nabi v. Ali 
The funds in the Franklin Templeton account remained community assets. However, a 
presumptive right of survivorship arose under the terms of the account and section 5302, 
subdivision (a). Gulam never effectively severed the right of survivorship prior to his death. 
(see 5303, subd. (b).) Thus, as to the Franklin Templeton account, the probate court should have 
recognized Emily's right of survivorship. The judgment is reversed in part, and the probate court 
is instructed to enter a judgment recognizing Emily's right of survivorship in the Franklin 
Templeton account. In all other respects, the judgment is affirmed. Emily is awarded her costs on 
appeal.  Benke, Acting P.J.; We Concur:  Nares, J., Irion, J. 
 
D050536 People v. Renteria 
The judgment is affirmed. CERTIFIED FOR PUBLICATION.  Benke, Acting P.J.;  
We Concur: McDonald, J., McIntyre, J.  
 
D051211 In re Cristian S., a Juvenile 
The order is modified to stay execution of the one-year term of confinement imposed for the sexual 
battery (count 2:  § 243.4, subd. (a)) and to reduce the maximum term of confinement from seven to six 
years.  As modified, the order is affirmed.  Nares, Acting P.J.; I Concur:  O'Rourke, J.:  I Concur and 
Dissent:  McDonald, J. 
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D053515 Pacific Law Center v. Superior Court of San Diego County/Hall 
The petition is denied. 
 
D053403 A.P. v. Superior Court of San Diego County/San Diego County Health and 
Human Services Agency 
The attorney for petitioner A.P. has notified the court that a petition for writ of mandate under 
California Rules of Court, rules 8.452 and 5.600 will not be filed as there are no viable issues for 
writ review.  The case is DISMISSED. 
 


